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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's request for reconsideration filed 01/17/07 has been entered 
and carefully considered. However, the arguments regarding rejections 
under 35.U.S.C 103 to claims (1-15, 17-22, 27-32 and 34-43) have not 
been found to be persuasive. Therefore, these claims are rejected under 
the same ground of rejection as set forth in the Office Action mailed 
10/23/06. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15, 17-22, 27-32 and 34-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Humpleman [US. 6,288,716]. 
As per independent claim 1, Humpleman teaches a method of 
configuring a user interface, comprising: 

receiving, through a network to the information appliance, user interface 
data describing one or more user interface functions on a remote device, 
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wherein at least some of the one or more user interface functions may be 
added to the information appliance from the remote device (column 2, 
lines 57-67); 

assigning the one or more representations of the information appliance 
respectively to the one or more user interface functions of the remote 
device (column 6, line 54 through column 7, line 2); 
programming the assigned one or more representations of the 
information appliance to respectively control the one or more user 
interface functions of the remote device (column 9, lines 21-29 and lines 
59-63); 

configuring the user information appliance to add a display of one or 
more representations based on the user interface data, each 
representation corresponding to one of the user interface functions on 
the remote device and capable of interaction by a user therewith (col. 7, 
lines 7-20 and col. 7, lines 48-58). 

Humpleman fails to clearly teach the step of comparing the user interface 
data with a user interface template of the information appliance, the user 
interface template including one or more representations. 
However, it would have been well known in the computer art because 
each of appliance devices has its own user interface template; The "first 
capabilities data for the first home device" is considered as a user 
interface template of this device. Besides, Humpleman et al. teach 
"reading first capabilities data for the first home device, where the first 
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capabilities data includes information in a structured format for identifying 
the capabilities of the first home device and reading second capabilities 
data for a second home device connected to the network... and then 
comparing the first and second capabilities data of the first and second 
home devices...". 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the well known implementation of generating a suitable user 
interface representation by comparing components 1 ids to the template, 
locate components designated to a remote device in Humpleman's 
system since it would have helped to speed up the process of loading 
user interface representation. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Humpleman teaches: 
accepting input corresponding to the interaction by the user with a 
selected one of the representations; and communicating the input to the 
remote device through the network such that the user is able to utilize 
the user interface function on the remote device corresponding to the 
selected representation (col. 7, lines 41-47). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, it is inherent in 
Humpleman's system to translate the input into utilization by the user of 
the user interface function on the remote device corresponding to the 
selected representation. 
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As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Humpleman teaches the 
user interface functions on the remote device include selecting output 
and changing output (fig. 11). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Humpleman teaches: 
Monitoring the interaction of the user with the display of the one more 
representations (user selects on 712 buttons of fig. 1 1 ); and storing data 
representative of the monitored interaction (it is inherent in Humpleman's 
system that the visited web pages will be stored in the temporary 
memory), the monitored interaction data capable of being used to 
configure the display of the representation (it is inherent in Humpleman's 
system that the visited web pages in the temporary catch memory will be 
used to configure the display of the representation). 

As per claims 6 and 7, which are both dependent on claim 5, 
Humpleman does not disclose the monitored interaction data includes an 
amount of time and a number of times spent by the user interacting with 
a selected one of the representations, and further wherein the display of 
the representations is configured to include the selected representation 
is greater than a threshold amount of time and number of times. 
However, it would have been well known in the computer art in which the 
monitored interaction data including an amount of time and a number of 
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time spent by the user interacting because Humpleman teaches "using 
the interface, applications running on a home network device can have 
access to the sensor and detector devices around the home for 
monitoring and controlling of the those devices (column 22, lines 55-57)". 
In order to monitor these devices, user need an amount of time to 
accomplish this task. 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the well known implementation with the Humpleman's system 
since it would control the display content in response to the past 
behavior of a viewer. 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Humpleman teaches: 
identifying a resource on the remote device with which the user interacts; 
and loading a user interface corresponding to the identified resource (fig. 
11). 

As per independent claim 9, it is rejected under the same rationale as 
claim 1 . 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 2. 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 10, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 3. ^ 
As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 9, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 5. 
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As per independent claim 13, it is a similar scope to claim 1; therefore, 
it should be rejected under similar scope. 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 13, it is a similar scope to 

claim 2; therefore, it should be rejected under similar scope. 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, it is a similar scope to 

claim 3; therefore, it should be rejected under similar scope. 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 16, Humpleman teaches 

the resource is a web page (col. 7, lines 48-51). 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 16, wherein the evaluated 

interaction includes selecting an icon (col. 7, line 44). 

As per independent claim 19, Humpleman teaches a method of loading 

a user interface, comprising: accessing a resource on a remote device 

through a network (col. 7, lines 7-9); 

evaluating interaction of a user with the resource; identifying the 
resource based on the evaluated interaction; and loading a user interface 
corresponding to the identified resource (col. 7, lines 41-46); 
receiving, through the network to the information appliance, user 
interface data describing one or more user interface functions on the 
remote device, wherein at least some of the one or more user interface 
functions may be added to the information appliance from the remote 
device (col. 7, lines 6-7 and col. 7, lines 48-58); 
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assigning the one or more representations of the information appliance 
respectively to the one or more user interface functions of the remote 
device (column 6, line 54 through column 7, line 2); 
programming the assigned one or more representations of the 
information appliance to respectively control the one or more user 
interface functions of the remote device (column 9, lines 21-29 and lines 
59-63); 

configuring the load user interface based on the user interface data, the 
loaded interface including one or more representations, each 
representation corresponding to one of the user interface functions on 
the remote device and capable of interaction by the user therewith (col. 
7, lines 7-20 and col. 7, lines 48-58). 

Humpleman fails to clearly teach the step of comparing the user interface 
data with a user interface template of the information appliance, the user 
interface template including one or more representations. 
However, it would have been well known in the computer art because 
each of appliance devices has its own user interface template; The "first 
capabilities data for the first home device" is considered as a user 
interface template of this device. Besides, Humpleman et al. teach 
"reading first capabilities data for the first home device, where the first 
capabilities data includes information in a structured format for identifying 
the capabilities of the first home device and reading second capabilities 
data for a second home device connected to the network. . .and then 
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comparing the first and second capabilities data of the first and second 
home devices...". 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the well known implementation of generating a suitable user 
interface representation by comparing components 1 ids to the template, 
locate components designated to a remote device in Humpleman's 
system since it would have helped to speed up the process of loading 
user interface representation. 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 19, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 2. 

As per claim 21 , which is dependent on claim 20, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 3. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 19, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 5. 

As per independent claim 27, it is rejected under the same rationale as 
claim 1 . 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 27, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 2. 

As per claim 29, which is dependent on claim 28, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as claim 3. 

As per claims 30, 31, and 32, which are dependent on claims 1 , 9, and 
19 respectively, they are rejected under the same rationale as claim 5. 
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As per claims 34 and 40-43, Humpleman teaches the one or more 
representations include at least one of a cursor control element, a 
browser control element, or a window control element (column 4, lines 
60-65). 

As per claims 35-39, Humpleman teaches said at least some of the one 
or more user interface functions may be added to the information 
appliance from the remote device to configure the user interface of the 
information appliance (col. 7; lines 6-7 and col. 7, lines 485 8). 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant has argued that the prior arts do not teach or suggest the user 
interface of information appliance can be configured to control functions 
on a variety of remote devices, without downloading the user interface of 
the remote devices. 

However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees because applicant argues 
the limitations that are not in the claims. The feature of "without 
downloading the user interface of the remote devices" is not recited in 
the invention claims. 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< 
broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In 
re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 
988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
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Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during 
prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the 
possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly 
than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 
550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

Furthermore, the appliance devices (considered as remote devices) are 
connected to the network for displaying a user interface (considered as 
Ul functions of the remote device). The Ul function (template Ul) of the 
remote control is sent through a network for displaying a user interface 
(see column 2, line 51-67). 

Applicant also argues Humpleman does not teach or suggest comparing 
the user interface data with a user interface template of the information 
appliance. However, it would have been well known in the computer art 
because each of appliance devices has its own user interface template; 
The "first capabilities data for the first home device" is considered as a 
user interface template of this device. Besides, Humplemanet al. teach 
"reading first capabilities data for the first home device, where the first 
capabilities data includes information in a structured format for identifying 
the capabilities of the first home device and reading second capabilities 
data for a second home device connected to the network... and then 
comparing the first and second capabilities data of the first and second 
home devices...". 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 
3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Weilun Lo, can be reached at 571-272-4847. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Mylinh Tran 
Art Unit 2179 
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